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statement tallies well with "Vishnu Puraiwa. Kumuradcisa in his Janakihara^a, Ganto I, St. 14 states Das'aratha as the son of Aja, so As'vaghosha in his Buddhacharita, Canto VIII, St. 79, calls Das'aratha by the epithet of Ajanandana. These circumstances go to establish that the Eaghuvans'a is not the prototype of Kamaya^a and that the materials upon which Janaki-harawa and the allusions in the Buddhacharita were based had also a common source.
During the long interval   which elapsed between the composition   of the   Ranulya^a and  that of the  Raghuvans'a  the countries   on the banks of the   Indus  including Kas'mtra must have been under the rule of a powerful dynasty of Htma kings. And KalicMsa's allusion to Hivaa kings must bo referred to one of the early founders of that  dynasty as   mentioned before and not to their descendants L e^ Toraimma undMihirakula who, it is   said,   flourished   about   the   end of the 5th   century  A. D. It is  thus   clear that   Raghu the   powerful king  of Northern India must  have   vanquished one  of these early   Hftwa kings and Kalidasa   must have borrowed his   account from some ancient  work containing   the detailed accounts of almost all the kings   of the   solar line  for his   Itaghuvans'a.    He, it is true, narrates   hurriedly the short   and brief account of the detailed main  incidents throughout   his works.    And   he nowhere   attempts to give  long descriptions of the main episodes.    When viewed  with this chain of arguments we can   clearly see that K&lidasa  does not magnify  the   glory of his hero   but on the contrary he depicts the true   historical  chai\acter   of the most powerful  king Raghu  who,   it   is presumed,  completely vanquished  the early Hfi^a kings or some of their  leading chiefs. Because what is admitted as historically   true with   regard to the incidents of Malavikagmmitra   becomes   true  also   to the incidents,   nay historical  facts  of the  Raghuvans'a.    For   it would be absurd  to say that Kiilidasa  narrates real historical facts  in one of his   dramas and gives  absurdities  in his historical poem.    It will not  again stand  to reason that Kdlidusa in order to magnify  the glory of his hero tells us   false things in one  place, and mentions true historical  facts  in the other, It is   equally true   that K&licl&sa does not   unconsciously